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TheS FOR ALLOWANCE, 

final rejection under 37 CFR 1 1 13 may or.lv be m a «mS£^ ment °! J thls a PP ||catior <- A Proper reply to a 
condition for allowance- (2) a timelv filed^iS 3 Annll aJ*k ely ^amendment which places the application in 
Examination (RCE) ffxmXSSvmz?^ tviT (W ' th appeal fee); or (3 > a time| y filed Request for Continued 

FSRJC^FC^REPLY [check either a) orb)] 
a) ^ The period for reply expires 3 months from the mailing date of the final rejection 

U -So^S in 
O.LVCHHCKTH.SBOXWH.N^ 

fee under 37 CFR ,,36*) and the appropriate extension 

fee under 37 CFR 1.17(a) is calculated from' (1) the exoirat on data mf *?2EJ2 > > • conB, P 0 "* n B amount of the fee - Tne appropriate extension 
(2) as set forth in (b) above, if checked. Any eply received S th T(^£»X£^rf ^ ">*.?W«W «* in the final Office action; or 
timely filed, may reduce any earned patent tern! i adjustment! See f 37 S 1 7o5?b) ma '" n9 dale ° f the final rejection - even if 

1D A PPe»anfs Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 

37 CFR 1.192(a), or any extens.on thereof (37 CFR 1.191(d)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal I 

2.Efl The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) H they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below)- 

(b) □ they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below)- 

(C)D .ho 

<d)D they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims 

NOTE: See Continuation Sheet . 
I 3.D Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): 

4.Q Newly proposed or amended claim(s) _ 
canceling the non-allowable claim(s). 

5 D JEj^HS ^ C ° nSiderati0n haS been — -ed but does NOT place the 

6D r fin b a- because * is not directed solely to — «** — «* 

7 J3 F e °vo P 3 SeS ?[. ApP .! al ' the pr ° p0Sed amendme "t(s) a)jSf will not be entered or b)Q will be entered and an 
explanation of how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided beWa^iS 

The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: . 

Claim(s) objected to: 12. 

Claim(s) rejected: 1-11 . 

Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: . 

8.D The proposed drawing correction filed on isaO approved or b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

9-U Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s) 

10.D Other: f 

MinhLoanTran 



. would be allowable if submitted in a separate, timely filed amendment 
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Continuation of 2. NQTE: The proposed amendment to claim 1 and claims 2-8, dependent therefrom, introduces a new element S3 and 

lr 7°l nS °H ^^t'onship Jo. the elements already present in the claim. New element S3 raises new issues requiring further 
search. Propos^mendments to claims 9, 10. and claims dependent therefrom, appear to broaden these claims by removing^ 

S me ;j at th f area f ° n «» b °«°™ of the gate electrode, first gate electrode, and second gate electrode. respectTvely beta 
SS?.kJ ^.iS 8 t % ' T>rS l fate insulation film, and second gate insulation films, respectively. These apparently broadened 
claims also would require further search for the best possible art for the newly broadened scope, thus also raising new issues 
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